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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT 


X 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


-aqainst- 


Docket No. 75-1250 


WILLIAM MOORE, 


Defendant 


BRIEF FOR THE APPELLANT 


STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


Indictment 73 Cr. 600 charged William Moore 
and thirteen other defendants with conspiracy to violate the narcotics 
laws. Trial commenced on April 14, 1975, in the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District, of New York, before the 
Hon. Jacob Mishler and a jury of twelve and two alternates. 

By April 21, 1975, however, one of the jurors had been excused 
because a cousin of hers was employed by an individual who may 
have been related to a fugitive co-conspirator, and another 
juror had suffered a heart attack, thus reducing the size of the 
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jury to twelve. On April 28, 1975, the Court and counsel were 
advised that the forewoman of the jury had become ill and the 
Court made a determination that she would be unable to return 
to jury service. William Moore, Richard Thrasher, and Billy 
Austin elected to proceed to verdict with a jury of eleven and 
upon a siqned stipulation to that‘effect and the consent of the 
government, the trial continued. A mistrial was declared as to 
all other defendants. (Minutes of proceedings before Hon. Jacob 
Mishler, United States District Judge, Eastern District of New 
York, April 29, 1975 at 1733. Hereinafter references to the 
trial transcript shall be designated "Tr.") 

In general terms, the government's case sketched a 
conspiracy in which the defendant's played fairly well-defined 
roles. Donald James, also known as "Keno" was a self-confessed 
partner with the defendant Robert Ray Daniels in a heroin acqui¬ 
sition and distribution network. Drugs in sizeable amounts were 
purchased by Daniels and James from suppliers, alleged to include 
the defendants Austin, Thrasher and Moore, and fugitive co—con¬ 
spirator, Frank Matthews. Multi-kilogram quantities of the drug 
would be diluted, packaged and distributed to "workers" or street 
sellers, alleged to include the defendants Mims and McCallum. 
Packaging, distribution and collection were overseen and supervised 
by "lieutenants" who were paid fixed salaries, and who were alleged 
to include the remaining defendants, except Harriet Evans who was 





the alleged bookkeeper of the organization. 

The government's case relied upon the testimony of 
nonaid James and Nancy Marbury, James' one-time paramour, who 
assisted from time to time in the packaging of narcotics for James 
in an operation referred to as a "bag-up." The government's 
ease was buttressed by the testimony of several police officers, 
a police chemist, employees of the St. George Hotel in Brooklyn 

wh ' " .. ‘I' l' i'dants wore alleged to have resided at 

.. """■ . . *••!«’ recordings of the telephone conversations 

1 f endants, assorted photographs of the defendants 

.apparent social occasions, and voluminous books and 

,1, ln wlllcil transactions of the organization were 
recorded. The case against William Moore, however, rested entirely 
upon the totally uncorroborated testimony of James and Marbury. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 


.I'-itnos testified that he became a partner of Ray 
Dan ids in June of 1970 (Tr. 1091). During 1970 and 1971, James 

.. hiS or danization was supplied by fugitive co-conspirator 

Prank Matthews. Books and records in which James identified his 
own handwriting reflected transactions involving the purchase of 
2> kilogtams of heroin from Matthews at a price of 525,000 
per kilogram (Tr. 614). According to James, he personally had 

i vi t) d, i very of packages of nearly pure heroin from Matthews 
on approximately ten separate occasions ranging in size from one 
half kilogram to ten kilograms. (Tr. 606-07). 


Ten kilogram 




quantities had been obtained from Matthews on two or three 
occasions (Tr. 607). James claimed to have received deliveries 
from Matthews on an average of twice a month for the eleven months 
between December, 1970, and the time of his arrest in late October, 
1971. (it. 1159-60). These deliveries averaged five kilograms 
m qn.mt ity, and were sufficiently pure to be diluted at a ratio 
of on.- part heroin to five parts dilutant. (Tr. 1160-61) 

James further testified that his other suppliers were 


Thr,lshor (Tr. 604), from who he received some seven kilograms 
o| h, ' roin "> (Tr. 604), Billy Austin, (Tr. 622) from whom he 

received a total of approximately seven kilograms in 1970-71 in 
deliveries ranging in amounts from about one-eighth kilogram to 
I wo kilograms (Tr. 62 3-24 ; 1083); and the defendant, William 
Moon, with whom he claimed to have dealt from September of 1970 
(Tr. 1092) through the date of his arrest in October of 1971 
(Tr. 1160). According to James, he received a total of approximately 
fifty kilograms from Moore (Tr. 1161) delivered on approximately 
20 occasions (Tr. 622) at various locations on the streets of 


Brooklyn. These deliveries ranged in amount from about one half 
kilogram to three and one half kilogram, (Tr. 622). 

i <>t t he most part, according to James, deliveries were 
effected when James mot Moore at the latter's car. On a few 
occasions, however, Moore would toss the package through the 
window or James' car. (Tr. 1138) James testified that Nancy 
Marimry accompanied him on three or four occasions. (Tr. 1143-44) 
According to James, the "business" was divided into two 
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parts: a retail distribution network, in which the narcotics 

purchased from suppliers would be diluted, distributed, and sold 
on the streets; and a 'weight business" in which narcotics were 
sold in bulk, not yet fully diluted. Two-thirds of the business 
was devoted to retail distribution; one-third to the distribution 
by weight. (Tr. 1162). 

The weight business" which James operated ultimately 
led to his arrest. In April, 1971, James sold one-eighth of a 
kilogram of heroin diluted on a ratio of one part heroin to two 
parts dilutant (Tr. 69) to undercover police officer Kenneth 
Berhhnrdt for $4500.00 (Tr. 1637-40). 

On cross-examination, James acknowledged that he was 
on probation in September of 1970, at the time he claimed to have 
begun dealings with William Moore. (Tr. 1098). In order to 
provide a legitimate "cover" for his narcotics dealings and an 
apparently proper account of his activities to his probation 
officer, James asked James Moore, William Moore's brother to 
"put him on the books" as an employee, at the Captain Clean 
Cleaners on Nostrand Avenue in Brooklyn. (Tr.1098), a business 
owned by William Moore. (Tr. 1095) James in fact told his 
probation officer that he was employed at this dry cleaning 
establishment. (Tr. 1100). James claimed, however, that he 
never learned whether in fact he had been put "on the books." 




I / 


James further testified that after his arrest in 
1971, and after his agreement to cooperate with federal authorities 
in 1972, he had been housed at government expense in the same 
apartment building with his girlfriend, Nancy Marbury. (Tr. 1268- 
1269) . 

Nancy Marbury testified that she met Donald James in 
August, 1970. (Tr. 1305), and that from September through December, 
1970 she assisted James in his "weight business." (Tr. 1307). 

She was a heroin addict at the time she met James (Tr. 648,1419), 
and, when later employed in the packaging operation known as a 
"bag-up", she occasionally stole heroin for her personal use. 

(Tr. 1416). She became romantically involved with James while 
he was married to Rose James, also a heroin addict. (Tr. 647-48, 
1419 ). 

Nancy Marbury claimed to have seen William Moore at a 
"bag-up" in early 1971. She recalled his presence, she stated, 
because he was wearing a "nice shirt." (Tr. 1320-21). 

Nancy Marbury also testified to a delivery of narcotics 
from Moore to Donald James in early 1971. She claimed to have 
been present in James' car when Moore appeared and passed a shopping 
bag through the window on James' side. (Tr. 1397-98). She 
testified that she could not remember whether Moore had a moustache 
at the time of the 1971 delivery, although she acknowledged 
that a moustache Moore had at trial was "distinctive." (Tr. 1540-41). 
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On rc-cross examination, James testified that he could not 

/ 

recall whetner Moore had a moustache at the time (Tr. 1.602) 

Douglas Armstrong, a barber, testified that William 

/ 

Moore had been a customer of his since 1964 (Tr. 13150) and that 
Moore always had a moustache and beard. He testified that 
Moore's appearance at the time of trial was the same as it was 
in 1970-71. (Tr. 1861). 

William Moore was convicted on May 2, 1975. He was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment of ten years on June 20, 1975. 
From the judgment of conviction, William Moore appeals. 




ARGUMENT 



THE TRIAL COURT UNFAIRLY FORECLOSED THE DEFENDANT'S 
CROSS EXAMINATION OF DONALD JAMES. 

The qovernment's case against William Moore depended 
entirely upon the uncorroborated testimony of Donald James and 
Nancy Marbury. Thus, searching inquiry into their credibility 
was essential to and indeed, the keystone of Moore's defense. 
Accordingly, any motivation of either witness to fabricate a 
story falsely inculpating Moore was an appropriate area of 
cross examination. 

On cross examination, counsel for Moore offered 
to prove that in 1971, James' wife Rose had deserted him and 
taken with her substantial quantities of cash and narcotics belonging 
to James. She was arrested sometime thereafter, however, and 
James, it was contended, had provided her bail, invited her to 
return to him, and given her a brand new 1971 automobile. This 
sequence of events was well known among James' peers, ana counsel 
offered to prove that defendant Moore had publicly berated, 
embarrassed and disgraced James, calling him a "faggot" and a "girl" 
for having resumed his relationship with Rose. 

While such insults, even in this context, might not 

provide a motive for false inculpation for the ordinary witness, 

counsel sought to show that these remarks would have been particularly 
✓ 

meaningful to James. Accordingly, counsel endeavored to elicit 
from James the details of his relationships with women. It had 
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already been established that James' wife Ros"> and his girlfriend 
Nancy Marbury were addicted to heroin; the point of further 
questioning in this regard was not to spread the details of 
James' extra-marital sexual adventures before the jury for the 
purpose of scandalizing them, but in order to show that James' 
confidence in his own masculinity was so insecure that he was only 
able to establish relationships with women who were totally 
dependent on him as a potential source of supply for their narcotics 
habits, and thus that deraqotory references to his masculinity 
by Moore in a public setting would provide the impetus for a deep 
and abiding hatred for Moore. 

As counsel stated to the Court; 

r am trying to establish, your Honor, something a little nore 
subtle, I think. James is the kind of guy who—to wham status 
among his peers is very important, vis-a-vis the women he 
was going out was very’ inpurtant. 

I was trying to establish that every single woman that he 
was going out with v^re addicts and he was supplying heroin 
to every one of them, in order to assure—to give him the 
inner security to be a big man to them. 

Thereby, I think delineating what I suggest could be a 
reason for his perjury, that William Moore publicly berated 
him, at one point called him a faggart [sic], a girl. To 
the normal type of person that may not mean a whole lot. 

That might be a reason to get up and falsely accuse someone. 

To a man like James that is that insecure that could only 
go out with women that he could bind to him by providing 
them with narcotics, that, your Honor, goes sene way in 
making our position moire cogent. 

TOE COURT; Do you object to this? 

MR. CADEN: I do. 

THE COURT: It's an excellent psycho-analytical exposition 
but has no purpose in this trial. The only offer or portion 
of the offer that I think might—I underscore might, have 
to relevancy is that Mr. Moore called him a faggart [sic]. 

TR. 1120-21. 
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James was then questioned on voir dire about his 

recollection of any such incident. He acknowledged that Rose 

had deserted him, that he had posted bail for her after her arrest 

and had qiven her a car. He said he could not recall Moore 

referring to him as a "faggot" or a "girl," for having taken 

Rose back. (Tr. 1127-29). Counsel then stated: 

MR. USHER: All right. At this point, your Honor, 

I d ask for permission—well, my position would be the 
same I'd like to inquire into the whole area. 

THE COURT: I won't allow it. 

MR. FISHER: But I'd like to have the witness deny this 
in front of the jury. 

THE COURT: I think you have to, if you intend to bring 
in other proof to show that it did happen. 

MR. FISHER: That's right. 

THE COURT: All right. I will allow that. Seat the jury. 

MR. FISHER: I am not allowed to inquire into the underlying 
ci rcumstances? 

THE COURT: No. 

Tr. 1129-30 

In front of the jury, James testified that he did 
not recall whether Moore called him a "faggot" or a "girl", but 
averred that "it could have happened." 

Q It could have happened. 

Can you tell us how it came that it could have happened? 

A Well, we always kid around. 

Q Oh, this would have been a joke? 

A Kid in the sense it would have been a joke. I 
considered it a joke. 

Q Was Mr. Moore laughing when he called you a girl? 
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THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

The witness said it could have happened. 

Now, the only reason I allcw this kind of testimony 
to cane into this case is because in determining 
the credibility of a witness, you must take into 
consideration, among other things, the relationship 
the witness bears to the defendant he's testifying 
against, and his state of mind and that includes 
any antogonism he might have, any resentment he 
might have against the witness—against the 
defendant he's testifying,.and that's the only 
reason. * 

All right. Go ahead, Mr. Fisher. 

Tr. 1 112-33. 

Stripped of the ability to inquire further into the 
reasons why Moore's insults may have assumed greater significance 
in .James' mind, however, counsel was effectively foreclosed 
from an appropriate area of cross examination. There existed 
in the record, moreover, support for counsel's "psycho-analytical 
theory" which the court found "interesting but irrelevant." 

For dames had acknowledged his extraordinarily extravagant and 
high-rolling life-style, thus indicating the importance to him 
of material status viz-a-viz his peers. He enjoyed surrounding 
himself with women, wearing fancy clothes and driving expensive 
automobiles. (Tr. 1092-93) In less than a year and one half, 
he* had withdrawn from the business and spent approximately 
$300,000, which he had used for the purchase of twelve brand 
now luxury automobiles (Tr. 705,1223) and some $40,000 worth of 
jewelry. Ho carried substantial quantities of 50 and 100 dollar 
bills in one of the poorest neighborhoods in the country. (Tr. 1104) 
Ho appeared to take pride in the fact that he was a "partner" 
in his illicit enterprise, (Tr. 1223) and either grossly exaggerated 
the amounts of narcotics which had been purchased for the purpose 
of aggrandizing his own importance as a "big man" in the narcotics 
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trade, or else lied to the jury when he testified that he had 


no money left. For it is clear from the record that if James' 
testimony were true, then there exist unaccounted for millions 
of dollars qenerated as the profits of his narcotics empire. 

.James claimed to have obtained a total of approximately 
174 kilograms of nearly pure heroin between 1970 and 1971; 110 
kilograms from Matthews, 50 Kilograms from Moore, and seven 
kilograms each from Austin and Thrasher. (Tr. 1159-61; 604,623-24) 
Two-thirds of the total were diluted on a ratio of one part 
heroin to five parts dilutant and sold through James’ street 
distribution network; the remaining one-third was cut on a ratio 
of two parts dilutant to one part heroin and sold in bulk. 

(Tr. 1159-61). Both James and Nancy Marbury demonstrated the 
method by which heroin was packaged for distribut* ~>n in the 
street; the defendant and the government stipulated that the 
results showed that each glassine envelope would contain 
approximately 2 grains or .13 grams. (Tr. 1869-1870) A bundle 
of twenty-five such envelopes would thus contain 3.25 grams, 
and sold for $50.00 to James’ distributors. (Tr. 818) Thus, 116 
kilograms (two-thirds of 174 kilograms) cut five times would 
yield 214,153 bundles, from the sale of which James would gross 
more than 10.7 million dollars. 

The testimony and exhibits further established that 
James sold heroin by weight, cut twice, at $4500 per eighth, or 
$36,000 per kilogram. (Tr. 69, 1637-40) Thus, the remaining 
58 kilograms would have yielded a gross in excess of 6.2 million 
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dollars. Subtracting the cost of payments to lieutenants 
and "workers" at $200 each per week (Tr. 814), leaves a net profit 
of $12,413,6)0, of which James' one half share amounts to 
$6,201,825. Even substracting the amounts which James claims to 
have expended there remains the staggering and unaccounted for 
sum of more than five and one half million dollars. 

It is clear then that either James was a bald-faced 
liar in denying that he had any remaining assets, or, as is more 
probable, that he grossly distorted the size of the business in 
order to assure his status in the annals of crime as a large- 
scale operator of an immense narcotics business. This, coupled 
with his admissions of pecuniary extravagance and his admission that 
ho luxuriated in his former opulent life-style showed him to 
be an individual to whom material status was a necessary prop 
lor his own sense of self worth. Counsel was, therefore, entitled 
to explore another side of this personality which, consistently 
with what had already been revealed, would have demonstrated that 
his sense ot his own masculinity depended upon relationships with 
women who were literally dependant upon him for their survival, 
and thus would have provided a context in which public derision 
would have been perceived by James in darkly significant terms. 

It was error, therefore, for the court to foreclose this area 
of cross examination, which went directly to James's nrecise 
motive in falsely implicating Moore. 
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As this Court has often recognized: 


A defendant's major weapon when faced with the 
inculpatory testimony of an accusing witness 
often is to discredit such testimony by proof of 
bias or motive to falsify. Evidence of such 
matters is never collateral, for if believed 
it colors every bit of testimony given by the 
witness whose motives are bared, (citations 
emitted) 

Unilfd States v. Bla c kwood , 456 F.2d 526,530 (2d Cir. 1972) 

See also United States v. Lester , 248 F.2d 329 (2d Cir. 1957) 

It is equally clear, moreover, that a motive to 
falsify may be shown either through the production of evidence 
in the defense case or through cross examination of the witness, 
People v. Brooks , 131 N.Y. 321 (1892), cited with approval, 
United States v. Haggett , 438 F.2d 396, 400 (2d Cir. 1971), 
and that 

[e]vidence of all facts and circumstances which 'tend 
to show that a witness may shade his testimony for the 
purpose of helping to establish one side of a cause only.' 
should be received. Majestic v. Louisville & N.R. Co., 147 
F.2d 621, 627 (6th Cir. 1945) 

United States v. Haggett , supra , at 399 

Here, while the defense was permitted to endeavor 

to show that James had been publicly insulted and degraded by 

the defendant, the court foreclosed the defense from establishing 

the significance of this fact as providing a motive to falsify. 

Denied the opportunity to demonstrate that Moore’s belittlement 

oT James assumed a special significance to James, the defendant 

was effectively foreclosed from proving a motive to falsify 
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directed specifically at him. Accordingly, his conviction must 
bo reversed and a new trial ordered. 


CONCLUSION 

FOR ALL OF THE FOREGOING REASONS THE CONVICTION 
OF THE DEFENDANT SHOULD BE REVERSED AND A NEW TRIAL ORDERED. 


Respectfully submitted, 

FISHER, ROS.. A & SCRIBNER, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
401 Broadway 

New York, New York 10013 
(212) 925-8844 


of counsel: 

Tvan S. Fisher 
Jeffrey Dwight Ullman 
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_ (motion for Discovery as to deft Billy Austin (ret. Marc h 15, 197 4)_ 

^Llkj/7--1 . Before TRAV1A, J. - Case called- Motion for an order directing cert ain 
_ j di sco very andinspection , etc.-Motion consented to. (BILLY AUSTIN) 

3^8^74) Magistrate's file 74 y A35 inserted into CR file. 

^.l3-J74| Letter dated 3-28-74 received from chambers of Judge Travla and 
_ j filed as a motion lor reduction of bail. (Billy Austin) 

4-3- 74 jLetter dated 3-29-74 received from chambers of Judge Travia and filed 
j as a motion for reduction of bail. ( Billy Austin) 

4- 3-7 4 I.eteer dated 4-2-74 from Atty John C. Corbett received from chambers 

of Judge Iravia and filed as a motion for reduction of bail. (Billy Aus 
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Before TRAYTfl,J.- Case call ed- Deft B ILLY AU9T0 N and counse l present-Deft»S 

_ j potio n to reduce ball to $25,000 Surety Bond granted-Deft to report eve ry 

Friday Mo rning at llsOO A.M . to U.3 . Attorn ey- D eft CLINTON WITH and c ouna 

_ ^ preaent-De ft 1 b motion to reduae ball to t c■ 500 Suret^ Sorl^Ca ae adJd__to 

; 6-7-74 for atatuB report ___ 

774 | Before LKAVlA.J ■- Case culled- Case held in abeyance -Subject, to a _ 

_ telephone call _ 

1-7 4 I Notic e f Motion filed compelling deft c DANIELS, EVA NS, COOPE R & BRYANT 

to furni sh h andwriting exemplar s, etc r returViable 8^-74) _ 

7-7 4 | Petition for Writ of Hab eas Corpus Ad P rosequendu m filed (Evans )_ 

7 .74i Bv NEAHER, J - Writ Is sued, re t, 8-16 -74 (Evans)_____ 

9.74 j Before NEAHER, J - case called - adjd to 8- lfe-74 (Austln-for comp elling 

' defts to furnish handwriting exemplars, etc,) _ 

Before Neaher, J- case called - motion ar gued and motion granted - 


Ord er to be submitted by the at ty for th e Govt. ____ 

-16-74 Motion granted on specified condition s. Or der t o be su b mitted __ # 

by the Govt (see Judges notation on reverse of motion papers) _ 

10- 74 | Petition for writ o f ha beas co rpus ad prosequendum filed (COOPER) _ 

7 0-74 _ By NEAHER,J.- Writ 1aaued ,-.Be t, 8-26 -74 (COOPE R) __ 

21-74 Writ retd and filed - Executed (Evans)___ 

■ -74 Writ retd and fi led- execute d (COOPER )___ 

11- 7^ By NEAHER, J - Order filed that the defts Daniels, Harrie t Evans, _ 

Cooper & John Bryant furnish h andwll ting exemplars in the ab ove ca c e, 

- etc, (aee O rder for deta ils) Order dated Aug. 19. 117 4 but received 

and filed in Clerks Office on 9-11-B4. __ 

1 8/74 Notice of Motion, ret . Sep t. 2T, lO^H re» to dismiss the lndlctmert 

as to deft Auat ln fil ed. _____ 

18/74 Memoran dum on be half of de ft Billy Auatln in Support of Motion to dlaml as 

the i ndict ment filed_ _ 

-27-7* Before ER AVIA J - case called - mot ion to dlamlas la withdrawn(Auatln ) 
defts motion for reduction of ball granted - cast) ball of - $2500.00 

to be posted.___ 

lQ-74 t No tice of mot ion t » dismiss filed- and Memorandit f L aw f lied (CLINTON WHH 

-4-74| Bpf o tp Travia J - ca se called - motion, to dlamlas withdrawn (White.) . 
10-21-74 By Schlffman, Magistrate - Ojrder for acceptance of rash ball fil ed 

( B1LLy AUSTIN) __ 

0/74 W rit r et d and filed- exe c uted (ALVIN COOPER; ___ 

14-"»u Magistrate's file 74 M 1618 inserted into CR file. 
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11-15-74 [Bef ore 1.. cMlod - Ap ril 1 4. 1975 for tri a l:_ 

[H#r.l4 t 197.! 

11/19/74 Petitions for wr:t. of , .• -cijus ad prosequendum filed (STEWART-; COOP 

11/19/74 By MISHLER, CH.J.- wri.s issued, ret. 11/29/74 (STEWART andrCOOPSR) 

/29/74 By MIFHLER, CH.J.- Order appointing counsel file$$58pER) 

1/29/74 iyMJSHLER, CH.J,4 Order appointing counsel filed (Lapry Stewantl) _ 

11-29-74 . Before Mishler, Ch J - case called - adjd to 12-6-74 (for appt . _ 

-f o£ counsel. - -- 


12/6/74 . Before MISHLER, CH.J.- Case called- Defts Gilmore & Itvwart present- 
Deft M Ca ll t ar, not present-Adjd to 12/20/74 as to deft Gilmore for 

J_ assignment of counsel-Bench Warrant ordered for deft McCalltss _ 

12 /6/74 _Bench warrant Issued (McCALLUM) ___ 

12 -12-B4 Magistrate's file 74 M 1429 Inserted into CR file. 

4 _ Before MISHLER, CH.J.- Case called- Deft GILMORE a wlxMMM mtxx retel ls 

, an attorney- Court advised counsel of the pre-trial^ d ate en d tr ial dat 

12/ 20/74 Notice of appearance filed (GILMORE ___ 

1 -3-75 No tice of Motion filed a& ro deft JOSEPH.-FERNANDEZ for dismissal 

___ cl tlae.indictment»_etc. (forwarded to Judge Kishler) . *_ 

\/ 3 /75 _ Before J11SHLER; CH.J.- Case called- Deft BRYANT no t pre set. - Bench wari 

_ant ordered- and execution stayed until 1/10/75 b y 9:3 0 AM. _ 

1/ 3/75 L^tte^to chambers fro m Al bert Krleger, e sq, flldd_ 

1/ 3/75 Notice of motion to dismiss Indictment filed XIoaeptLjlsmsndfixJ.__ 

_re t. 3/14 /75_ 

1 /10/7 5 Before MISHLER. CH.J.- Case called- Deft BRYANTxmd. toimseL vreaentc.l 
_ Br v ant r etained Alan Scr ibner i n pl ace of Ivan Flaher _ 

1 -17 - 75 Cer tificate of Enga ge ment fil ed mailed to attorneys aa Ha ted_ 

_fifilXing..case, for Pre Trlal_Qn Eriday, March 14,1925. and to--- 

_ pro c eed t o trial on Ap rtl 14 , 1975.(_Repd to Chambers as dfreetfid1_ 

1-22-7! ' P etit io n f or Writ. of. Habess^Ccipus Ad Proanuufindi'm-filedfCooper)- 

1- 2 2-75 By MIS HLER. CH J - Writ Issued, ret. 2-3- 75 (Coope r)___ 

2- 5-75 Writ retd and filed - Executed (COOPER) __ 

2 /7/75 Befo re MISHLER, CH.J.-_ Casqfcalled- Mot ion wit hdrew feX-dlft-lillML tQ MB 
the Surety Bond- Deft HAMPTON ))f%8ant- Bench warrant vacei 

as to deft Hampton- Mr. Wlnograd relieved as counsel for deft Hampt on 
TCourt appointed Richard Rosenkranr 
?.Z? U^L By MISHLER, CH, J. - Order appoi n ting “counsel filed (HAMPTON) 
















/20/7* Lrf'i. llo'Uiih.UI. T. - (.,■ 11,'- ■ > _■ J r g f; 

_ ' OcUrti.’. t,, - >: ■ V .,:... - r ,-nJ t. .Hm.-, .13 

_ | to tl.o .I.^Cf ,T. ' .i 

2/26/75[ Notl.-f of w.-t'or,, >ijt 1 ir’. " f.- . t i 1 c,-.,i r<l.... r 

date) . 

By MISHLER, CH.J.- Order filed that the deed to property owned by Mr, end 
■a... 1 ^l i Dunham be release d and ex onereted ae collateral t o secure ball, etc, 

__ i (MIMS) (order ent ered In 73gRigij_ 


. ; '1 (no n r. 


'6/75 . Notice of motion to dismiss.filed ret. 3/14/75 (alvtn r.nnvvn) 

, 7f"' | r> r "ahca r - C o rpus A< i Pr osequi iiQum tiled (A . CtAH'EK) 


nil's 

1 By PLATl.J.- Writ Issued, ret. 3/14/75 

1/10/25 

mm 

1 .Motlce. of action to .dismiss for lack of speedy trial filed(EVANS!_ 

. .Before MISHLER,- J_»- Case celled- Pre-trial conference held- All counsel 
present except Nancy Rosner and John C. Corbett- All defts present except 


deft Austin, Evans, Fernandez, Mathews, Polite, Stewart and Thrasher- 


deft Bryant, Mims and Moore agree to have their counsel represent them 


—and_axe_*Ware.-Bf. a Passible conflict of Interest-Motion by Heft M'-OUiyr 


to release her ball money Is denied-Govt will relate to deftii.pretrlal 

— 

discovery and Inspection- Hearing on motion to suppress set down for 
5/20/75 at 9:30 A.M.- All motions returnable by 4/4/75 at 2:00 P M 


Trial scheduled for 4/14/75- Pro-se speedy trial motion by- deft Fernandez 


1 adubmltted- decision reserved- The Govt to comply with the deft COOPER'S 

__j 

request as to discovery and Inspection 

mni 

/14/7f 

L_ZinePcial affidavit filed (GTIMORE^ 

1 ftT MISHLER. CH.J. - O&ler appointing counsel filed(GILMORE^ 


Z5 Beforr Misbler Ch J -case called )l and motion tr F^pp^ess is ad d 


to 4-4 75 St 2:00 PK. 

-2-75 

Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus AH Prosequendum filed (EVANS 

_______ 

STEWART & FERNANDEZ) 

-2-75 

BY MISHLER, CH J - Writs issued as above, rt 1 . 4-11-75 

4-3-7 

5 Notice of Motion filed (Clinton White) lor -'Ir.'-.i ssal of the Indictment 


(ret. 4-10-75) ' . _ 

4 - 4 -; 

5 Before MISHLER, CH J - case called - hearing on in lion to suppress 

— 

-following aftyfl were .present ,v l tat teaiin _ Corbett " v 

— fo - deft Austin; Alan Scrlber for deft Bryant; Treavor Headley for deft 


Cooper; deft Albert Vrelpber c- r *0 n, n t„i c . -m.. - .... r . r . 






1 



_jEy«nftl_]<e ct Sclitr ikler for Heft Gilmore: Ric har d Rosenkranz for 

-jdeft-McCallum, Peter Passaiacqua lor deft Polite; Stephen 

--jFlamhaft for deft SLcwart; Joanna Sevbert Of Legal-Aid for deft 

-(Hhite; l)eft WHIT£ present in court --Hearing concluded - all 

_briefs on suppression hearing by 4-8-75,_ 

4 -7-75 j Notice of Motion filed for suppressing evidence(recvd from 
1 Chambers) Evans & Daniels. 


4 -8-75 j r, • , MJSHLEP, CH J - Notice rf Appearance and substitution 
_of counsel filed (deft John Jryant)Jeffrey Lllman in place of 

• _jAlan Scribner, (signed by Judge Mishler on 4-3- but received 

' _iand filed In Clerks Office on 4-8-75) 

4 -8-75 By MISHLER, CH J - Order to Show Cause filed as to why All 

• 

_ sealed tape recorded conversations made should not be delivered 

ret. 

_forthwith for usein forthco ming tr ial ( aavlsterxtk aa 4-10-75) 

__and Affidavit of T HOMAS ARMET_filed_; together With Gavta M|nm- 

_randum of L a w in support of wire tap etc, filed; with p roof /aervice,_ 

4-8-75 Defendant Bryant's Memorandum of Law filed in support of motion 
_to suppress filed._ 

4-10-75 Defts (John Bryant) supplemental Memorandum of Law on 
'• the question of whether the testimony of Donald James Is 

suppressible, etc. filed. 


4/ 11/7 5 Govt * 8 memorandums in oppos iti on of motions to d ismi ss filed Aftl _ 

, _j (WHITE)(AUSTIN)(FERNANDEZ) ^DANIELS, EVANS)__ 

4-14-7 j Covts Memorandum of Law filed in opposition to motion to 
suppress evidence obtained under search warrant. 

’ 4/ 14/75 _Vouc her fo r compe ns at ion of counse l filed (COOPERV ,__ 

4 -14-75 By MI SHLER, CH J - Mem orandum of Deci sion and Order f ile d_ 

_denying defts motion to suppress evidence(EVA NS. D ANIELS &_ 

JOHN BRYANT) 


4 -14-75 Before MIS HLER. CH J - c ase c alled - all defts pr ese nt with ___ 

_couneejls except for defts GATTIS HIN TON & FRANK MATTHEWS-trial 

_ordered and flECUIL- Jurors selected and. sworn - Xrial xontd to._ 

4-14- 7 > Notice of Appearance filed (MIMS) _ 

4A5/7 ! Before MISHLER, CH.J.- Case called- Peftg and counsel present- excap 

_ defts HINTON and MATTHEWS- Trial resumed-Trial contd to 4/16/75 at 10 

_ A.M. 


4-14- 7 

hiis/ii 
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cnocttoiHai ^ 0 

16-7$ 

Before MISHLER CH J - case called - all defts present with counsel_ 


extent defts Hinton f* Matthe >s -Trial resumed - Juror #6 excused by the 


court with the consent of the defts - motion argued by defts Bryant, 


Mims w 00r ™ Polite L White f r a mistrial is denied - trial contd to 


4-17-75. 

l6-75 

Before MlSHLER, CH J case called motion to dismiss argued - also • 


pro se motions by de'tfl DAN 'll? & EVANS to dismiss - Motions argued and 


decision reserved. 

7775 

Before MISHLER, Ch. .- Case called- .11 defts present with counsel_ex£SPt 
defts Hinton and Matthews-Trial resumed-Motion by defts Qooper^ tfeCflllym, 1 


Mims and Moore for severance denled-Motion argued by deft Thrasher for seve 

-21^7 

ance denled-Trlal contd to 4/21/75 at 10:00 A.M. 

5 Letter filed dated 2-18-75 re deft John Bryant from Jeffrey Ullmann.Esq. 


counsel for deft (received from Chambers and retd as requested) 

2\-l 

1 Refnre MISHLER, CH J - case called - all defts present with couneelr 


~except defts HINTON & MATTHEWS - trial resumed - Trialcontd to 4-22-75. „ 

22-75 

Before MISHLER, CH J - case called - all defts present with counsels - 


except defts HINTON 6. MATTHEWS - trial resumed and contd until 1:00 P.M. 


because cf the illness of deft AUSTIN - at 1:10 PM the case was adjd to 


4-23-75 at 10:00 AM because deft AUSTIN was in the hospital. 

73/73 

Before MISPLEk. CH.J.- Case called- Defts present with counsel except for A' 


Hinton and Mathews-On motion of govt defts Cooper and Polite are severed fr< 


trial-Trial resuemd at 2:20 P.M.-Trial contd to 4/24/75 at 10:00 A.M. 

74/75 

“ Hofore MISHLER. CH.J.- Case called- Defts and counsel present except defts 


Hinton, Matthews. Cooper and Pol.-e - Trial resumed- Motion by deft Daniels 


for severance and mistrial denied- Trial contd to 4/25/75 at 10:00 A.M. 

755/7 

5 Before MISHLER.: CH.J.- Case called- Defts and counsel preafiatr exaejliL 

— 

defts Hinton, Matthews, Cooper and Polite- Trial resumed- Trial contd to 

4/28/75 at 10:00 A.M. . . _ . - .. .. .. . 

/ 2 8 / 7 

’5 Writ retd and filed- executed (COOPER) _ 

2 SZ 15 

Tie fore Ml SHT.F.R CH . J .-Case called- Defts present with counsel except defts 

Unton L Matthews, Cooper and Poll' e-Juror f,‘l reported ill- trid. to be contd 


| on 4/29/75 at 10:00 A.M. 

29/75 

Before MISHLER. CH.J.- Case called- Defts ruscri with counsel except defts 


Hinton. Matthews. Cooper and Polite-On motion ol delta rvant,Daniels, Evans 

— 

Femande* r Oil more .McCollum.Mima. Stewart. ami.lb.t . trial JLa_gr*ntf 

defts severed from trial- On consent of detts Moore and ihsBher and Kovt 
" trlri will continue on with 11 lurors-stlptilation siened-trlnl resumed 




x. 
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4 DATB 

I Trial . i <> „r!i- left? 

I Motion by lc c /nir.rln, 
denlcd-Dcfts Austin A 
1 7 ( 730/75 nt 10*00 A. 


PRCK CrDINOB 


will begin on 575/75 at 10:00 A.M.-Govt rests 
Mi- re ami Thrasher for judgment of acquittal 
I'urnr.he*- rest3-Deft Moore rests-Trial contd_ta 


A Put iii. iri|i" i; ■ . i i it i an l t23(b) consent to continue the 

tri ' i. ii. i cr.se 1 1 > • ict vith .arors and accept the 

uiMitii ■ 'it < i.-v -n .!■ . a- the verdict filed. \pproved 


by ( hi. I : : . 


• h.T.,i|i. ■; nt retd ... req nVitedl 


a /10/75 • 

t i - v -t 
••or '• * 
i a ! I 
! I 0: *V 


■ a l pi • • . A»r T , • k/.S'iI.R 

'•I ‘ "I ’ vl •M'l ( It ’oSi;- 11 • i * 1>V ('eft 

i >e. i. •. ,tpi lent im 1' '-it 'a;! to aov M 
• Ai r* i.lo;i <r.n ..ii t rial contii to 5/1/75 


i 7'»i I’-, t 
1 til 

4 i: ‘ 

I n. 1 , 


1 

5-1-75 i 
I 


. • t • ii* 1 1 in Ati! , ; 't ii ti-i .» 

» .. .. : i i rt-suiHi.il - at LI 1 i Ad 

l • i ‘ in i: at I’M the jury re d 

i I end to return for further 

i > a n 1 i.i I 1 reinstated as !• del t 

• lean d. 

: ' urtenanco filed. 


5 2 13 jdi.i-.i- hi . ... . I. sc called delta ItUSLlN, MOORE & THRASHEH 

ttvs i -ill lesimied - at 9:30 At lury continues 

Ai I i i it - 0 !-,-! ury returned and rendeted a verdict of 

guilty . ,ci.- ’ i a , . deft THRASHER & guilty on count 1 

an te i* . ,i I’.' . t- ii ei I not reach a verdict as to deft AUSTIN 

anil thf . . it • ! re-1 A mi serial as to delt AUSTIN - Pre Trial 

as to (ieft ' . i .a t.-r May >, 197 > at 10:00 am - Jury_ 

polled uia disci trial concluded - sentences adjd_ 

j without !•: > 1 . lilts HI .(ASHER & MOORE- all motions reserved_ 

until t.i. i- t■ i i t- .Decision reserved as to ic-yt6 Sppllce- 
_ i tiou . i nt mail bail as to defts MO.JRE £>. THRASHER - counsel for 


_ I Jo - t. i;i.i. L il-RASHER to appear ir. court with therlefts on - 

_j May J *7 nv 4:00 P,M, _ _ _____ _ 

5-2 tiv -'! ... ,'H 1 iilei of sustenance filed (Lunch -13 persons) 

5475 | Hit Id - case called - defts AUSTIN, BRYANTj DANIELS, 

’ I VAN -JAN •' ', i «.»■ . McCAl.I.I M, MIMS, STEWART £. WHITE present 

i.ii attys - i i iLhdraws plea if not guilty and after 

In inr .'i i I is ight by the court and on his own behalf 



7 


. « 




- 1 ' ' fl ( ' 






ft 



WWlTDINfll ^ JO 

enters a ple a of gull t v to count 1 - sentence adjd w itho ut date. _ 


l-.n. 

7-75 

/im 


5-6 -7 i 13 V o lumes of steno gr aphic transcripts filed _ , 

5-5-7> By MISHLER, CH J • Memorandum of Decision and O rder fi led d enying 

_ motlo n s to suppr ess_. ( EVANS & DANIEL S)__ 

5 - 75 By MISH LER . CH J - Memor andum of Decision and Ord er filed denying _ 

motion for leave to reargue the decision of April 14, 19 75 ( BRYANT )_ 

-6-75 Before MISHLER, CH J a- case called - defts IHRASHER 6 < MOORE pre aatit - 
with attys - bail conditions contd as to deft THRASHER after the 
motion by AUSA Caden to increase ball - ball conditions cnntd as to 
deft MOORE after reviewing hail bonds . _ _ 

6 - 7 5 _ Letter filed received f ro m Chamber s dated May 61975 to cou nsel_ 

for defts Bryant, Gilmore, McCallum f* Mims e tc. _ _ 

/-75 Stenographe rs transcript dated May 2, 197 5 filed (pgs 2154 to21 90)_ 

j . 75 Voucher for co mpensat Io n of expert services fil e d (Voucher 1/5038?) _ 

7- 75 Voucher for compens atio f for e xpert services filed (voucher 50240) _ , 

/6/7 5 Wri t retd and filed- exe cuted (FERNANDEZ) __ 

(9/75 Five (5) stenographera Transcript 9 idated 5/5/75 £2-*^_ 

5-12-75 Stenographers transcript filed dated May 6, 1975_ 

r jjt~25 BY MISHLER, CH J - Order filed that the dr ft (DAN IELS ) be per mit te d 

to attend the funeral parlor at whichhls late b rother, Joseph Daniels, 
rests, all withi n ty limits deemed advi sable by the of fice 

of the U.S.Marshal for the Eastern District of Ne w York, Certified copy 

to Marshal. _ _ 

3-14-1 5 Before MISHLER, CH J - case ca lled - deft BRYANT & counsel Jeffrey 

Ullman present - The Court completed the advice of rights to deftBRYANT . 

-15-7' Order gretd and filed - Executed (deft Brysnt) _ 

i/21/7; _Before MISHLER. CH.J. - C ase called- Def t MOORE present with counsel 

j Application hy defr codify .hail. Bsll modified by permitting the deed 
from the home of Cleo Murrell In lieu of the cash ball of $7,500 .0 0 
i-2? 7) Bench Warrant retd and filed I’tu recute d as to deft Donnie McCallum 

'11/75J Stennjiraphera.Trauseript: dated 6/4/ 7-5 -filed-—- 

-lBz73_By. Mi sump t r.H .1 - m»» Order rulcasim; ball 1 Had .(I rfM . MOD RE ) - 

70/751 Before MI SHLE jl, CH.J. - Case called- Defts and counsel present- de ft_ 

_^_DANIEIS sentenced to Imprisonment on count 1 for 13 y< .ra pursuant to T- 18 

___§ec l _92oe(al(2)_ and. fiafid—S25.QDD.OO f.lsc .spec:.. . ole.term nf , 

! 3 years- said prison term to run consecutive to state sentenc e now b eing 


W, 






"V 


J / 





/ J v-*v O'i - 

CRIMINAL DOCKET 


A 11 




t nOCKCtMNAS 


l served by t':u left- u motion of A. U.S.A. Br ewste r tha rem aining, counts 
are dismissed- Deft Wi'LlAM MOORE sentenced to imprisonment for a 

period of_10 years- court advised def t of his right to appeal- On_ 

i motion of A.US.A. Brewster the indictment is dismissed as to defts 
:R, FERNANDEZ, NIMS, BRYANT. AUSTI N. POI ITE. STEKART.MCCAIJ UM and 


-4 


fcVANS 

-P--- 


6/20/75 Judgment and Commitment filed - certified copies to Marshal(DANIELS) 

6/20/75 Judgment and Commitment filed - certifi ed coplea to Marshal(MO ORE)_ 

6/20 /75 ly MIS 111JCR. C H.J. - Ordes of dismissal filed f COOPER. FERNANDEZ. MIMS. 

BRYANT. AUSTIN, POLI TE. STEWART. MCCALLUM and EVANS)___ 

6-20-75 Before MISHLER, CH J - case called - sentence adjd to June 2^ _ 

_| 19 75 a s to deft RICHARD THRA SHE R____ 

6/23/73 By MISHIJER, CH.J.- Copy of Order filed releasing ball Ole CAT.LUM) _ 

6/27/751 Before MISHLER, CH.J.- Case called- Deft ar.d counsel present- Deft 

THRASHER sentenced to imprisonment for a period of 10^ years and fined 
$10,000.00 on count 1 and a term of imprisonment of 10 years on count 
j_ 3- said sentences to run concurrently- Court advis ed d eft of his right 
to appeal- Clerk to filed notice^of appeal without fee- ball con td 


6/27 /75j Judgment arid Commitment filed- certified copies t o Mar shal (THRASHER) 

6/27/751 Notice of appeal without fee f iled (THRASHER)__ 

6/27/75 ; Docket entries and duplicate of notice of appeal mail ed to court of 
appeals 

6 /27/75 Notice of appeal filed (WILLIAM MOORE) 

6 /27/75 Docket entries andiiupllcate jpf notice, o f not ice of a p peal mailed to 

_tourt-of appeals 

b-30-i5 Voucher for compensation of counsel filed (POLITE) 

Z/1/1L 


7/9/75 


7 /11/75 

7-16-75 


Vou chers_ Jor_c ompe ns ation of couns el fl led(McCQLLQM and EEHNANDEZ) 


7/7/75 Vouctic r for compen ra t lor, o f council filed (COOPER) 


Ord er received from coir t of appeals and filed that record be do ckted 
on or Before 7/16/75(MOORE and THRASHER) ___ 

75 M lofc aerted-lu £R Xile.--- 

Record on Appeal certified and mailed to the Court o f Appea ls _ 

1 (THRASHER ) _ __ 


2ui>)«i^XxxHarkatxKHrxiKg>awWMn>llKBluxateHsttpsx 

7-21-75 


Acknowledgment received from the Court of Appeals and filed 
lor receipt ol Ind.v to Record on Appeal re deft THRASHER. 
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: i'll* .n 
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it" ’.VAN ";iarr<.?t Clark" 

. . )p? ( a *a "31 l n 1 

’ vlVSP r.’.l 'XE 
. ' fi - hinton 

■ R'A'K ' ATTHF/WJ 
BONNIE >« CALLUM 
GERALD MIMS, a/k/a "Pop" 

WILLIAM MOORE, a/k/a "B. I." 

JOSEPH POLITE, a/k'a "Junior" U S 
LARRY STEWART 

RICHARD THRASHER -$i 

CLINTON WHITE, a/k/a "Angel", 


SUPERSEDING 


indict: IK NT 


Cr. No. _ 


T. 21, U.S.G. 

§173 

T. '’I, U.S.O. 

§ l 74 

T. 71, U.S.C. 


T. 21, U.S.C. 

§8^3 

T. 18, U.S.G. 

§7 


. . • rr Q 

J&lgSk* 

“ s -' * 

* JV]N 1 


Defendantspkl.. 


THE GRAND JURY CHARGES: 

COUNT ONE 

From on or about the 1st day of June 1970 up 
to and Including the 17th day of January 1973, both dates 
being approximate and Inclusive, within the Eastern District 
of New York, and elsewhere, the defendant* BILLY AUSTIN, 

JOHN BRYANT, ALVIN COOPER, ROBERT RAY DANIELS, a/k/a "Dutch 
’Schultz", HARRIET EVANS, a 'k 'a "Harriet Clark", JOSEPH 
FERNANDEZ, a 'k 'a "Slim", WALTER GILMORE, GATT IS HINTON, 

FRANK MATTHEWS, BONNIE MC CALLUM, GERALD KIMS, a/k/a "Pop", 
WILLIAM MOORE, a 'k 'a "B.I.", JOSEPH POLITE, a/k/a "Junior", 
LARRY STK • ,RT, RICHARD THRASHER, CLINTON WHITE, a /k 'a "Ancel", 
to ■•other Lth Dnnalc J.ires, named herein as a co-conspirator 
Ur nor n- a co-defendant, and others known and unknown to 
Grand Jury, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did coo- 
V-»», on ’ire, confederate and apree together and with each 
to ■ iolate prior ta My 1, 1971, Section- 173 and 17A 
: Tit'.? United States Code, 
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.aid onrolnc/ chat prUr to 

. . , , he . unlawfully, wilfully - nov,ln,ly 

,,’ ro ,,ive. cn : ,1. h,, sell and facilitate the trans- 
rior orccV vc and -ale of Ur ;, amounts of heroin, 
>c , - ru , f „.- r9r su-h narcotic dr,e had been Irroorted 

inr „ • , rr:..rf itates, bo-v-ln. the same to have 

. the rnited States contrary to 


i -port 


».* an 


(3) It was further a part of said conspiracy that 
the defendants would conceal the existence of the conspiracy 
and would take steps designed to prevent disclosure of their 

activities. 

in furtherance of the conspiracy and to effec 
objects thereof, the following overt acts, among others, were 
committed within the Eastern District and elsewhere: 

OVERT ACTS 

, 1 , In ot about December 11?°. 1° virility of 

' Tapscott Street and Dumont Avenue. BmoHyn. N.» Vorb th. 
defendant FRANK >«THE»S met «lth the defendant ROBERT 

"Dutch Schulte" end the defendant HARRIET EVANS, 

. "Harriet Clark" wwnl ... Ba, on 

(2) On or about April 9, *• ' * 

* Fat'., Avenue, Brooklyn, New Vork, th. defendant RICHARD 
r - m„ with Donald ?a„... nAn.d herein .. * co-con.plt.t.t 

1 -ut not as a demandant. 

(3) Tn or about October 1970, In the vicinity of 
, nt „ w erv btraer r„d R*:ers Avenue. Brooklyn. New York, the 

..n-Ai- a/U'a "B.I." met Donald James, named 

Yien ian: ’.Il.i.i ' x 1 

a ** »* ** * 
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#►* 

• ''O'.rrr 

•" • - cY> 9th tiny of April 1.971, with La the 

u -1 •> :*w the de'endau; R04KHT RAY DANtELS, 

a' 1 -'-' "Dutch and t'.ia defendant "i'HAXO THRASHER did 

-•ceiva, eon-ten l, sell and facilitate the t-ansoortation, 
concealment and sale of approximately 15C.4 grams of heroLn 
hydrochloride, a narcotic drug, after it had been imported 
and brought into the United States, knowing the same to have 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary to 
law. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Section 173 and Section 174; 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 2.) 
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.*United States District Court »<* 

"S u _I i_EASTERN. DISIHJ^ _pF_ pw tPEK _J 


LWILLIAM MOORE,. a/Ji/j 


1 OOC KE T NO »-l_zi_cr ftflo_. 


JUDGMENT AND PROBATlQN/COMMITMENT ORDER 


naafao* 

WOAMfVT 


. >r •• ■> 


In th« pretence of tftc attorney lor the government 
the defendant appeared in perton on thiv date - 


on r m ova WAS 

June 20, 1975 


I WITHOUT COUNSEL Itowevei the eouil ad.ned defendant of llghl to connect and .eked whelhei defendant dented ta 
ti.-ve eounecl appointed tiv die com! and tile defendant ttiaieupon earned aetiatance of eooneet 


t_Rj WITH COUNSEL 


J GUILTY, and the coon being satisfied that 
there it a factual bays for the plea, 


LVAN JlSjiER^£.S5._ 

(N«me of lounwt) 

i_| NOI O CONTENDERE, 


j NOT C,U?LTY 


There bring 4 finding/verdict c 


L__l NOT GUILTY IVIcndani is discharged 

tXJQSJtUlLTY, in Count 1 


Defendant has been convicted as chatged ol the offeneefe) ol violating T-21, U.S.C, SfC# 173, 124 

? ht. In that from on or about June 1, 1970, up to’ an Iftcluaing Jan: 17. 
975 , both dates being approxltate and Inclusive, the defendant with 


that it was part of the conspiracy to wilfully .unlawfully and knowingly 
receive conceal buy, sell, and facilitate the transportation, concealmet 
and sale of laygt'amounts of heroin, a narcotic drug, after auch naroot 


and sale of layga' amounts or heroin, a narcotic arug, arter auen naroo 
durg had baan imported Into the United States,' 

Iht court asked whdhrr defendant had anything to say why judgntoni should not be pronounced Became nu suMfilcnl cause to in< cuntrgty 
,p„ wn , o. appeared to the cuurl, the cooil ,d|uilg> J rh- deli ndani ,uilty ae chained and convicted and ordered that The dcltndarcl li 
Ivreby cominillvd lo Ihe e delude o4 the Attorney General pt hi. authorized lepfcyenlative lot Imprl.oatpent lot a period of 10 year 8 1 


panaci 

aa 

wmation 

» as**" 


• WtCtM 

* ayawrtow 

w 

gwaanoa 


T ! * " d 

f 

i j fir 

i*r 

. iL*fi v 1975 


'ffiSnoM *'• .. . ..nr; v 


W” any t d i t ig li t j ’t.iiaii hi (.tiitxi w " ••• • 1 

RATION piuhaltunluf J notation UUUI >ng dufth* lh« ,»i* Intion j.. 


1 h« L'lui i Of dm conim 


itnu'Ot In til* hjslnjy ol lit Allot .n . (»i'i"'fal ; iil "ilivndV 


AOtAMlTNENT ! 
AICOMMEN 
DATION 


tl is ordered th .1 tf ('UikJelhef 

i ,,flitted id tins Md/Ticnt 

and .omnium ■ to the tJ S M.tf 

l.ji .if ilM • <| I »id t f L»t tCCf 


I u.s t tunei •»*••• . 

I U.S. Mayisliata 

La. ' T 
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